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PREFACE, 


TRE fate of the Author of this Reply 18 


ſingularly hard. Engaged in the exerciſe 


of duties which require the moſt ſacred re- 


gard to the principles of the ſtricteſt ho- 


nour, and for which a moderate ſhare of 


profeſſional knowledge is abſolutely neceſ- 


ſary, he is unexpectedly charged, in the 
moſt public manner, with the commiſſion 
of deliberate villany, and loaded with the 
imputation of the groſſeſt ignorance; and 
theſe charges are brought forward by Dr 
Gregory, Profeſſor of Medicine in the Uni- 
verſity of Edinburgh, and ſon of the Au- 


thor of the Duties of a Phyſician. 


This gentleman, unbiaſſed by any per- 


; 5 ? . oy * 
ſonal motives (according to his own ac- 


- count), un unſangioned by the public body, 


which, he pretends, has been injured, and 


unſupported by the individuals whom he 


has endeavoured to avenge, has, in the 
| I'S 1 moſt 
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5 moſt open manner, and in the moſt . 
cit terms, declared his conviction, that a 


5 pamphlet, calculated, in his opinion, to 


injure the Univerſity of Edinburgh, to 


ruin the public character of ſome of the 
Profeſſors, and to raiſe che fame and to 
promote the pecuniary intereſt of the pre- 
ſent Profeſſor of Midwifery, Dr A. Hamil- 
ton, at the expence of his colleagues, origi- 
nated from Dr Hamilton 8 n. Ae 


of this Reply. 


In ſupport of this "IAN athough be 
repeatedly acknowledges that he has no di- 
rect proof, he has adduced a train of cir- 
cumſtantial evidence, artfully calculated : 


to impoſe on the public. 
Dragged in this manner into the-notice 
of the world, the Author is conſcious that 


he has many diſadvantages to overcome, 


and many prejudices to combat: for an 
attack from one placed in ſo elevated a 

rank as Dr Gregory, enforced by every 
argument which ingenuity can ſuggeſt, 
and rendered interetting by a pompous 
_ diſplay of fangF and erudition, cannot 


fail to have vanquiſhed many minds. 


But he hopes and truſts, that the lan- 
” guage of truth, ſimple and unadorned as 
it is, and ought to Yes will counterbalance 


every 


5 


T7) 


f very prejudice. | 

1 1athefollowing pages the author proves, 

| fir, That Dr Gregory's charge againſt him 
is utterly void of truth; 24ly, That all 

the arguments advanced in his celebra- 
ted Pamphlet are founded on falſe alle- 


—__ gations, and miſrepreſented facts; 3dly, 
/F\- 5 That ſome circumſtances were, or might 


have been known to Dr Gregory, which 
ew clearly, that there were no grounds 
for ſuſpicion againſt him; and, /aftly, That 
1 be has been column aces and injured in 
i the moſt unjuſtifiable manner. 
| » He ſhould never certainly have replied 
do ſuch a publication as that of Dr Grego- 
ry, had he been able to vindicate himſelf 
W more effectual manner; but however 
extravagant and unguarded the Doctor 
may have been in what he has ſaid reſpect- 
ing the author's Father, Dr A. Hamilton, 
he has ſtudied, with much care, every con- 
| temptible chicane by which he could evade 
5 being amenable to juſtice by the Son; and 
os yet he has publicly condemned N 8 ar- 
tiifices in others, and boldly challenged 


both Father and Son to a court Of law. 
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every dſddvantage, and criumph over e- 
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L PROOF THAT THE PAMPHLET, INTTrr. 
LED, « A GUIDE FOR GENTLEMEN STU. 
.. DYING MEDICINE AT THE UNIVERSITY 


or EDINBURGH,” Dm Nor PROCEED 


4 
g 


ROM ME. 


FT 


* Pamphlet, exhibiting a view of the 
medical claſſes at this univerſity, appear- 
ed here about the beginning of October 
laſt. A copy of it having been ſent by 
the mail-coach to my father, along with 
cCopies to other profeſſors, and the ſame 


parcel having contained one alſo for me, 


"0 ſaw it on. the 6th of October, ſome 
days before it was ſold i in any of the book- 


ſellers ſhops here. | 
Some weeks after its appearance, I learn- 


604 by aceident chat the Pamphlet was ima- 
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to my Father to tranſmit a letter (which 


I had actually written) to the publiſhers, 
requeſting them to contradict the report. 


But he diſſuaded me from that meaſure, 
as he ſaid, I ſhould ſoon be involved in 


many d correſpondences 1 
paid attention to every fooliſh report. 


Of the propriety of adopting this advice 


accidentally diſcovered the origin of the 


report; for I found, that on one day at 
leaſt, between the 15th and 27th of Octo- 
ber, Dr Rutherford was heard to ſay, 
in the phyſicians room of the Royal Infir- 
mary, That he was ſure the pamphlet 


proceeded from me, for it contained the 
ſentiments reſpecting his claſs which I 


had often openly expreſſed. 
On the 23d of November, having learn 


1 by a converſation with Mr Alexan- 
der Wood, that Dr Rutherford was pro- 
pagating the report with great induſtry, 
I agreed, at his defire, to inform the Dace. , 


tor of his miſtake in attributing the pam- © 


phlet to me. Mr Wood faid, that he ad- 


vided 


gined by ſeveral people to have proceed- 
ed from me. As I was exceedingly anxi- 
ous to ſhew that this inſinuation was en- 


tirely deſtitute of foundation, I propoſed 


. . 


ws 
viſed me to take this ſtep, from a wiſh to 
| ſerve both parties; for he thus gave me an 
opportunity of vindicating my character, 


and he was certain that it would afford 
Dr Rutherford much pleaſure to be un- 


deceived. I therefore, on that evening, 
ſent to the Doctor the following letter, and 
received the following anſwer 
5 
18 Sin, | Edinburgh, Abou 23. 1792. 
« HaAviNG been told by Mr Alexander 
& Wood this afternoon, that you have al- 
„ leged that I am the author of a pamph- 


„ let, intitled, A Guide for Gentlemen 


<« ſtudying Medicine at the Univerſity of 


Edinburgh, I take this method of in- 
“forming you, that I neither wrote that 
5 Pamphlet, nor had the ſmalleſt concern 
« in the publication, either e or in- 


direct. 
n We allegation” may be prejudicial 
4 to my character, I hope and truſt you 


will take every opportunity of contra- 


« dicting the report. 


I have the honour to be, &c. 
„„ HAMILTON jun.” 
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. You muſt have miſunderſtood Mr 


Wood, in ſuſpecting that any ſuppoſi- 
tion of your being the Author of the 


Pamphlet you allude to originated with 
TY 


me. I confeſs myſelf totally ignorant 


who was the Author of it. I certainly 
have heard it imputed to you among 


others; but as all ſeemed to me to be 5 
vague report, I have never given my- 


ſelf any trouble about it. If you think 


the allegeance can be prejudicial to you, 


you muſt yourſelf clear yourſelf of the 
imputation. I can do nothing farther | 
in this than acknowledging your ha- 
ving diſavowed it to me, if I am ever 


ſpoken to upon the ſubject, which 1 


hardly expect to be. 


Lam, &c. 
ce D. RUTHERFORD.” 


Ox the day after the receipt of | my let- 


ter, Dr Rutherforg ſent to an attorney in 


London an order for proſecuting the pu- 


bliſher of the pamplilet; for, as Dr Gre- 
gory informs us, an attorney called on the 
Meſſ. Robinſon on the 27th of Novem- 


ber, to deſire that 7 ſhould ive up 


the 


„„ r ) 
che author; but this requeſt, \ we are told, 
was refuſed. „ 
I make no comment on this conduct. 
Whatever the intention may have been, 
the obvious probable effect was, the de- 
priving me of the only direct means by 
which I could fully eſtabliſh my inno- 
cence, as it was natural to ſuppoſe, that 
the threatened proſecution would prevent 
the author of the pamphlet from declaring 
himſelf; for what man would voluntarily 
expoſe himſelf to the reſentment of the 
3 Profeſſors of the Univerſity of Edinburgh? 
Dr Rutherford then gave his conſent 
(by his own account of the matter), that 
Dr Gregory ſhould bring the affair been 
the Senatus Academicus. 5 
\ Accordingly, on the 1oth of Decemblit : 
my Father put into my hands a printed 
letter, ſigned by Dr Gregory, ſtating, that 
at the annual meeting of the Senatus Aca- 
demicus, appointed to be held that even- 
ing, he had ſome intereſting information 
to give on a pamphlet, intitled, &c. and 
ſome animadverſions and motions to make 
reſpecting it. This letter was incloſed in 
a written letter, alſo ſigned by the Doctor, 
deſiring, that no circumſtance whatever 
mien prevent my Father from attending 


„ 5 the 


— 5 


; 5 1 12 } 
the meeting, as s the matter concerned "FR 
very nearly, When my Father aſked my 


opinion on theſe letters, I told him, that 
I ſuppoſed Dr Gregory alluded to the re- 


port reſpecting me, and added, that he 


might aſſure the Senatus Academicus that 
I could, if neceſlary, very een, 
clear myſelf. 
My Father's aſtoniſhment was very 
great, when he found the charge tranſ- 
ferred from me to himſelf; but from 
what Dr Gregory ſaid, he was ſtrongly 
impreſſed with the idea of my having had 
ſome concern in the publication of the 
| pamphlet; and in this idea he might have 
been confirmed next day; for, in an ac- 
cidental converſation with him, the Doc- 
tor, in the moſt explicit terms, ſaid, © I 
can bring the charge home directly to 
„ Four Son; and J hope to e it home 
4 alſo to N 3 
The abſurdity of the latter part of the 
ſentence put him on his guard againſt be- 
lieving the former part, otherwiſe the im- 
preſſion might have been fatal to our do- 


meſtic happineſs. 


Ihe reſult of the deliberation af he Se- 
natus Academicus was a refuſal of Dr Gre- 
gory's requeſt te to enter into a judicial in- 
| | veſt gation 


„ 


veſtigation 4 the origin of the e 
and a diſmiſſion of the affair. 
Although I was very anxious to receive 
from Dr Gregory an explanation of his ex- 
preſſion to my Father reſpecting me, I was 
ad viſed to wait the reſult of the proſecution 
ſaid to be then carrying on in London a- 
gainſt the publiſher, on the principle, That 
if the author ſhould be diſcovered, I ſhould 
receive much credit for having ated with 
moderation. | 
But, after having waited for ſome time, | 
I learned that Dr Gregory, with the moſt 
perſevering induſtry, was endeavouring to 
perſuade every perſon with whom he was 
acquainted, that, however innocent the Fa- 
ther might be, the Son was certainly guil- 
ty; and one gentlerzan, on the 17th of 
January, told nie in plain terms, that 
even my own friends were of opinion, that 
no innocent perſon would tamely ſubmit to 
the infinuations of Dr Gregory, and his 
aſſociates, by quaſhing the affair, as Iſeem- 
ed to with. 
Hurt that my condi ſhould be thus 
interpreted, I reſolved to give Dr Gregory 
an opportunity of explaining his reaſons 
for accuſing me; and therefore, notwith- 
ſtanding my Father's earneſt entreaties that 


(a). 


I ſhould leave him to fall by his own 
weight, I ſent him a letter, of which the 


Ps ? is a copy. 


1 Iv Edinburgh, Fan. 17. 1793. 
« I ave been told by ſeveral people, 
that although I ſent a letter to Dr Ru- 
therford, which you muſt have ſeen, 
aſſerting that I had no concern hat- 
ever in the publication of a pamphlet, 
intitled, A Guide for Gentlemen ſtu- 
dying Medicine in the Univerſity of k- 
dinburgh,” you ſtill perſiſt in alleging 
that the work originated from me, or 
that I had aſſiſted the author. 


As I cannot be induced to believe, 


that a man in your reſpectable fituation 


ſhould ſubjet himſelf to the conſe- 


quences of al/ely calumniating any per- 
ſon's character, I am inclined to think, 


that the gentlemen who have given me 


this information have miſtaken your 


rheaning, —But, as I fee] myſelf much 


intereſted in knowing the truth, I take 
this method to learn from yod, Whe- 
ther I have been miſinformed or not. 

Iam, . 
| 4 Ja! HAMILTON jun.“ 


My 


(235 ») 


My intentions in thus expreſſing myſelf 


were, that if it ſhould appear, as I greatly 
ſuſpected it might do, that ſome perſon - 
behind the curtain had ſuggeſted to the 
Doctor falſe or ideal evidence, I might 

| give him an opportunity of being unde- 
ceived; or that, if the Doctor ſhould 
chooſe to confirm the reports which I had 
heard, I might obtain PIE redreſs why 
law. 


To my great e ee I received 
next NOTTS the following eber We 


3 St Jobe r Street Thur 1a 
2 IR, 8 Evening, = 17. 1205 


Ed HAVING no direct knowledge of who 
% were or who were not concerned in the 
bs. compoſition and publication of the 
„ pamphlet you mention, I never thought 
„ myſelf intitled to allege, or ſimply and 
_ « poſitively aſſert, that you or that your 
„Father had or had not any concern in it. 
On the contrary, I thought it would 


% have been neceſſary for the Univerſity 


« to have obtained a ſtrict judicial inqui- 
« ry into that matter; which inquiry 
« ſhould have terminated either in the full 
6 and ROOGUIAMIC acquittal, or in the com- 
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plete Ry YO and exemplary puniſh- | 
ment, of the perſon /u/pefed *. 
T never dreamed of aſking any per- 
ſon whether he were the author of that 
pamphlet, nor of paying any regard to 
any perſon's denial of his being con- 
cerned in it; for this plain reaſon, that 
I was ſure whoever was concerned in it 


would deny it. It contains ſuch chings 


as no man can avow without incurring 


laſting infamy. This the author well 


knew; and accordingly publiſhed it un- 


der a falſe name, and with the moſt ex- 


traordinary precautions to baffle inquiry. 
He publiſhed it with a reſolution to deny 


4 it. The falſe name on the title-page 1 18 


If the intelligent reader compare this ſentence with 
one which occurs in the 148th page of Dr Gregory's 
pamphlet, he muſt admire the accuracy of the Doctor's 

ideas on diſtributive juſtice: 


« Tt is ſelf-evident, that no regard is due to any. declt- 


tc ration of the author of the pamphlet; he can have no : 


& pretenſions to veracity or credibility. What regard, | 
„ then, can be paid to the declaration of one SUPPOSED 


“ to be the author.” 


It would appear . tkeſe ſentences, that the 3 


Doctor copſiders ſuſpicion and guilt to be ſynonymous 


terms: But it muſt be owned, that this notion is not pe- 


culiar to him, as the conduct of the French 3 . 
wool) teſtifies, | 
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iþſo fatto a denial of 1 it 1 the real author 


or authors. 


I did ſee your letter to Dr Kat 
ford, and alſo his anſwer to it; which 
anſwer appears to me a very proper one. 


Nou know perfectly the general ſuſ- 


picions and opinion which have pre- 


vailed concerning the origin and pur- 
poſe of that pamphlet. You know alſo 
on what particulars of internal evidence 
and collateral circumſtances that opinion 


is founded. From the hour I read the 
pamphlet I adopted that opinion; and 1 
© ſtill retain it. I have mentioned it open- | 
ly, and alſo the reaſons on which it is 


founded ; particularly 1 in ſo far as related 


to your Vather. N \ 


« This, I preſume, the Nl vibe gave 
you your information have called perfiſt- | 


ing in alleging that the P origi- 
nated from you. 


If you think fit to do me the 1 


to ſingle me out as the object either of 


your perſonal reſentment, or of legal 


proſecution, for that general and very 


natural opinion, you are heartily wel- 
come. My conduct from firſt to laſt 


in the buſineſs has been upright and 


open : and [ care not how generally it 
. e fe © be 


* » £ at 
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"0 be known, or how ſeverehy it be ſeruti- 


MA 


1 


N 


4 —_—. | 
1 Jams GREGOR T. 


The Doctor had aſſerted to my Father, 


on the 11th of December, that he could 
bring the charge home to me. In this 


letter he expreſsly denies having alleged, 


or ſimply and poſitively aſſerted, that I or 


that my Father had or had not any con- 
cern in the compoſition and publication 


of the Guide; and then he ſays, that he 
had adopted. a ſtill retained, the public 

| opinion and ſuſpicions reſpecting the ori- 
gin of that pamphlet. It is true, he has 


© given a vcry different account of his con- 


verſation with my Father; but allowing 
his own ſtory to be true, Wr that his ex- 
preſſion to my | Father was, No matter; 
I ſhall bring the enge home either to 
« yourſelf or your Son,” certainly a man, 
whoſe underſtanding is of the ordinary 
kind, muſt think, that fuch an expreſ- 


ſion e, N very Krong poſitive aſſer- 


tion, that either my Father or I were con- 


cerned in the publication. 


The effect of that letter on my mind 


was irreſiſtible. I could not avoid regard- 
ing it as a moſt extraordinary production. 
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I conſidered it as an aukward attempt to 
evade a fair and candid diſcuſſion of the 
matter; and the bullying ſtyle in which it 


was couched inſpired me with contempt. 
1 yielded to the impulſe, and inſtantly 


adopted a reſolution very different from 
what I had formerly formed. I determi- 

ned to ſubmit his and Dr Rutherford's 
letter to the Profeſſors of the Univerſity, 
and to the principal medical practitioners 
of this city, that I might exhibit, in their 

oven words, the grounds on which the gen- 
tlemen had founded their Lge nn | 
me. 


I immediately ce Dr Gregory of 
the ſentiments with which his letter had 
inſpired me, by NE him the n 


ing Note. 


40 Six, 5 Edinburgh, Tan. 18. % 


I cannot chooſe, for the object of Per- 


* onal reſentment, any man who could write 
ſo extraordinary a letter as that which 
„you have done me the honour to addreſs 


% to me, 
« You mentioned to my Father, on the 


< 11th of December laſt, that you could 
bring your charge home to me. You have 
© now DENIED that, and ſhelter your- 
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4 ſelf * che canopy of public es - 
and /fpricions;—opinions and ſuſpicions 


* which probably originated from, and 
“certainly were ſanctioned and carefully 
c propagated by, «10-4008 and Dr Ruther- 


* ford. 


* Your letter, and W. very 3 one, 


4 ſhall be laid before the public, who will 


e then be able to judge, how far the con- 


duct of either of you has been wpright 
be and open.” 


« Ja* HAMILTON jun.” 


I waited for ſome time, that I mighr ſee 
if the Doctor choſe to explain the incon- 


ſiſtency of his letter; but as he declined do- 
ing fo, I printed the correſpondence; and 


incloſing it in a circular letter, ſigned by 


my own hand, I ſent copies to the Pro- 
feſſors of the Univerſity, and the princi- 
pal medical practitioners in this city. By 


this I gave a public teſtimony of my de- 


fire to have thay: * properly inveſti⸗ 
gated. i 


But 1 l no more dof the matter, ex- 


cept ſome vague reports of Dr Gregory's 


intention to anſwer my letters, until the 
6th of June, when a pamphlet of 176 pages, 


, Invited, 1 "Anker by Dr James Hamilton 


ee Junior, | 
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junior: by Dr Gregory, was E me 


4 from the Author. 'b: N 1 #510! igt 
In this pamphlet, he has detailed, at 
great length, and with much art, all the 
eircumſtances of internal and collateral. e- 


vidende, which; in qhis opinion, xender at 
probable that my Father or Here en- 


cerned in the publication of the Guide, 


&ro22h) 10. banimdyt * 1 101 
eee eee | this work, ſtat ted 
his grounds of fuſpicion in theiſtylg of a 
gentleman, r of man 1 . 
ſhould i hate ce fed him as any; friend, 
for having given me an oppdrtunity of 


Cleariug myſelf of the inhuriouge charges 


Which have Heen propagated wich ſo much 
induſtry; byiperſond who it. nowWaappears 


Hab been for a long hb time in the h habit of | - 
endeavouring to hurt: my; Father and, his 


family: vilgozas Vu to 4991 


But although; from the manner which 
Dr Gregory has thought fit toſ attack me, 

I cannot regard him in the reſpeclable ght 
of one Who wiſhes that a young mans cha- 
racter ſhould be p 


properly vindicated, I 
certainly conſider myſelf. much indebted 
to him for the uncommon pains; he has 
aken in * every circumſtance which 
o1) D can 


233 


(=) 


ean pollbiy de urged in ee 6 


ſuſpicions entertained” againſt. me. Fram 
thereby enabled to vindlicate niyſelf lin 

the molt effectuab manner, and touconfute 
coriphetely the gentlemen who-hayebeen-ſo 


induſtrious in the prdpegatiiny: of the ill 
: e e Tr year 18115 Adnco iq 


Shi d 10 coiraildea 97 kt . 
After having ſubmitted Dr Gregory's 
pamphlet t the confideration:/vf) fame 


dur I could depend, I found chat their 
opinion che ſubject coincided with, my 5 
ow n, and therefore I wrote? tothe pub 


Albers of the Guida the Mefſ. Robinſon = 
of Londen, oh thesgõth af une, requeſt- | 


ing char they would rgiveup] the author 
of chat Work; and having received / nb 
anſwer, Pchrete mor them) again, on bthe 
13th of July, anxiouſly defiring, kliat if 


they would mot give up the author, they 


would at leaſt clear me. 9 1 710297 2 101 
This letter was ſent under cover to Mr 


e of Abingdon Street, W eſtmin- 


he a ſhort ſtatement of: the caſe, to 


Hehe to that gentleman, and alſo to the 


Meſſ. Robinſon, of ' what gs it 
was to me to obtiün fur a declara- 


tion 


gentlemen bn wWhoſe i qudgement aud cank 


* 1 


tion of the truth. How Mr Colas CON» 


ducted himſelf, and what was the reſult, | 
will appear from a letter he thought him: 
ſelf obliged to write to Dr Gregory, "_ 
| nen 1 "RO oy: Aon to ee 


* 


« SIR, 


« Having been defired by 1 Dr Alewin- 
der Hamilton and Dr James Hamilton, 
of Edinburgh, to uſe. my endeavours to 
obtain from the Meſſ. Robinſon of Pa- 
ter-noſter Row,' bookſellers, anſwers to 

certain queſtions they ſent me, tending ' 
to diſcover who was the author of a 


pamphlet, intitled, * A Guide for Gen- 


tlemen ſtudying Medicine at the Uni- 
verſity of Edinburgh ;' and whether 
they had any concern in the compoſi- 
tion or publication; I applied accor- 


dingly to the Meſſ. Robinſon; and con- 
ceiving that they might ſcruple at gi- 


ving information to one of the parties, 
or make that a pretence for not invol- 
ving themſelves farther in a controver- 
fy which has been carried on with fo: 
much warmth, I made it my own re- 
queſt; that they would ſpeak the truth, 
let it ſtrike which way it vvrould, pled- 
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ging myſelf, that what they ſaid ſhould 


be communicated to. both the parties in 
the diſpute. I gave them time to con- 


ſider, and, if they pleaſed, to inquire 
into my character, and pointed out per- 
ſons known to them, in London, from 
whom they might learn it. 


I took this ſtep without inſtructions 
from the Drs Hamilton; and it may 
appear to you that it was a pretty ex- 
traordinary one for an agent employed 
by, and only known to, one of the par- 


ties. I ſhall candidly ſtate the conſider- 


ation that induced me to it. Beſides 


thinking it the moſt likely way of pre- 
vailing on the Meſſ. Robinſon, who pro- 
bably never heard of my name, I was 


led to believe that my employers, from 
their manner of writing to me, had no- 


thing to fear from a diſcovery of the 
truth; and if they had, their finding 
fault with or reſenting my conduct 
could be of little conſequence. : 


The reſult was, that the elder Mr Ro- 


binſon, at a meeting ſame days after I 


* ſent him the queſtions, ſolemnly afſu- 

© red me, that whatever ſuſpicions they 
entertained, they could not with cer- 
f tainty or Deeper name the author; 
„ but 
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E . 
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5 Sa they did not know or 1 or 


had any reaſon to believe, that either 
Dr Alexander or Dr James Hamilton 


had any concern in, connection with, 
or knowledge of, the writing or pub- 
liſhing the pamphlet in queſtion; but; 
on the contrary, they verily believed 


they neither had or now have the leaſt 


knowledge of the author. I here uſe 


the very words of Mr Robinſon, in his 
general aſſertion to me; and he added 


ſundry | circumſtances. which convince 


me, that you have been led to form erro- 


neous concluſions on the ſubject; for I 
have now read your printed anſwer to 


Dr Hamilton. I hope, and believe, that 


it is impoſſible for any man who has 


the leaſt regard to character, (and I un- 


derſtand Mr Robinſon's to be very re- 
ſpectable), to tell a ſtring of falſehoods, 


without motive, when he had nothing 


to do but decline to meet or converſe 


with one entirely a ſtranger to him. 
« ] think myſelf obliged to write this 


letter to you, in diſcharge of my vo- 
luntary engagement to Mr Robinſon, 
though he intimated no defire for my 
performing it. I neither expect nor 
with you to take the trouble of anſwer- 
2 | | 66 ing 
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“ ing it; and I hope you will forgive me 
for adding, that if ou _—_ 1 ſhall Not 
* reply. 

I imagine, chin ang an >obi@ire 
« perſon, Dr Gregory muſt have heard of 
% me; and I flatter myſelf it could not 
«be unfavourably. Leſt you ſhould not, ” 
I add, that my profeſſion is that of ſo- 1 
liciting bufineſs from Scotland in the {| 

« Houſes of Parliament, or what is com- 
« monly called a Scots Solicitor. 
I am, with all due reſpec for your 
6 FAIR character and abilities, Sir, &c. 1 
is fi 2G Ja. nan. 5 
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1 ee Sinh We miner, 
A * 2 Aug 1793: 


« Dr ane Gregory, Be. ae. Ly 


That gs might be no e to 
the concluſions which I meant to draw 
from the contents of the above, I ſent — 
Dr | a the following letter. . 


4 On 3 laſt, 1 na a ner 


= from Mr Chalmer of 3 by n. 
— 


. 


K 


His purpoſe in writing to you, he 
informs me, was to fulfil his promiſe 
to the Meſſ. Robinſon, that he ſhould 
communicate the reſult of his converſa- 
tion with them to both parties concern- 
ed in the © de on a Which he l 2cpe1? 
them. 

« As you have lo fin A b chat 


( 


I learn that he wrote to you by the ſame 


your conduct towards me was influ- 
enced by no perſonal conſideration, I 
flattered myſelf, that in conſequence of 


Mr Chalmer's letter, you would have vo- 


luntarily ſtepped forward, and offered, 
as a gentleman, that apology for your 
behaviour to which I conſider N to 


be intitled. 


« But although ſome days have now e- 
lapſed ſince you mult have received: that 


letter, and you have made no ſuch of- 


fer; yet I am unwilling to draw the ob- 
vious | concluſion Fe! ſuch conduct, 


without giving you an opportunity of 


AIRS PR —and that 1 now 


do. 
8 After ER has paſſed on your part, 


I certainly was not bound to afford you 
an ee of this TR] ; — but J 


« thereby 
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© thereby finiſh the ſketch by which my 
.< conduct in this fingular controverſy 


“ may be judged; and I alſo complete, 


in my opinion, the contraſt between 
T e eee 


« If I do not receive a ſatisfactory an- 


. © ſwer from you within the ſpace of twen- 
ty: four hours from this date, I ſhall pro- 


t ceed to take thoſe ſteps in my own vin- 
“ dication which it is incumbent on one 
« to do, who has been as much pres 


od © 


* Ja- Hanix rox Jun. 


cc Calllebill, Auguſt 19. 5 755. 
ce Ten 9 Clock, A. M. 


My 7 o Dr Fames Gregory, we.” | 


As I tare received no anſwer to the a- 
bove letter, I am intitled to conclude, ei- 
ther that the Doctor is now convinced of 
his error, but is determined not to ac- 
knowledge it; or that he has adopted the 
laudable 1 of adhering obſtinate- 
ly to his own opinion, founded on the moſt 


palpably erroneous conjectures, in oppoſi- 


tion to the molt direct unimpeached teſti- 
mony. 5 TOON ee 
> 


„ 


If the former concluſion be juſt, the 
Doctor's conduct will be properly eſtima- 
ted by every man of honour ; and if the 
latter, the medical reader will be at no 
loſs to form a decided Judgement on the 
ſtate of his intellects. | 
The declaration, therefore, to which I 
put my name on the 21ſt of January, ſta- 
ting, that I had had no concern whatever 
in the publication of the Guide, is thus 
proved to be true, I flatter myſelf, to the 
conviction of every impartial perſon. Its 
truth will be completely eſtabliſhed by le- 
gal teſtimony, in the courſe of the judi- 
cial proceedings againſt Dr Gregory at 
preſent carrying on by my Father, _ 


u. PROOF THAT ALL THE ARGUMENTS 
' ADVANCED BY DR GREGORY, ' ARE 
FOUNDED ON FALSE ALLEGATIONS AND | 


MISREPRESENTED FACTS. 


8 


HaviNG thus. demonſtrated, by evi- 
dence which muſt command the aſſent of 
every perſon of liberality and candour, 
Fant Dr e 8 charge. againſt me is 


falſe 


(30 } 

falſe and injurious, it may be thought 
that I might reſt the matter here. But 
though what has been already ſtated does 
completely vindicate my character, yet as 
it by no means does juſtice to that of Dr 
Gregory, I next proceed to inquire, how 
far the circumſtances urged by him in 


ſupport of the opinion, that I am the au- 
thor of the Guide, which he has been at 


ſo much pains to propagate, can enforce 


belief in the mind of any man of e common 
fene. N 


The reſult of thi inquiry, 1 ER, will 8 
be} that ſuch circumſtances could not have 


influenced any man who had not previ- 
ouſly adopted an opinion which he was 
determined not to relinquiſh, but, on the 
contrary, to uſe every endeavour to eſta- 
bliſh. 13 
His evidence is of EM kinds, Internal c 
"ug Collateral. 


DR GrEGORY's INTERNAL EVIDENCE, 


8 That Midwifery FA not only the aue 
rite Subject of the Author of the Guide, but 
ts even the principal Object in the Work, 


63.9 

A peruſal of the pamphlet, however, 
muſt convince every candid perſon that 
there are other claſſes as warmly praiſed 
by the author, and that there are alſo o- 
as claſſes of which as particular an ac- 
count is given. Indeed, had Dr Gregory c 
choſen to have done ſo, he might, by the 
ſame exertions of ingenuity, have proved, 
that any of the other profeſſors praiſed in 
the pamphlet was as much concerned in 
it as he has alledged my Father to have 
D 
But even cdl Dr Gregory 8 Aller 
tion to be true, That the whole wo 1 
ſmells infufferably of midwifery,” 
would farely be a poor compliment to Fo 
ſtudents at this Univerſity, to be told, 
* You ſhall not form a prejudice in fa- 
« your of any particular claſs, eſpeciallß 
in favour of one which we do not re- 
« gard as a department of medicine.” 


Yet Dr Gregory s remarks imply a com- 


mand of this kind. 

Wich all due deference to the W 
erudition and extraordinary abilities of 
Dr Gregory, I muſt inform him, that o- 
thers differ from him, both in their choice 
and in their ideas of the utility and im- 
portance of their objects of ſtudy. That 

T7 3 many 
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— — 
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many gentlemen entertain different 6 

ments reſpecting midwifery from what he 

does, is demonſtrated from the circum- 

ſtance, that many practitioners confine 
| themſelves excluſively to that profeſſion. 

This ſhews how abſurd. it is to ſup- 


poſe, AS Dr. Gregory does, that it is im- 
poſſible for any ſtudent to form a partial 


attachment to that branch of medical 


practice. EE Re 
Until the learned Doctor ſhall be ee 


nate enough to perſuade all mankind, that 


his /ic volo, fic Jabeo, ſhall be a ſufficient 


_ reaſon for adopting any opinion he may 


think proper to eſpouſe, his internal evi- 
dence, derived from a difference in ſenti- 


ment from him reſpecting the importance 


or uſefulneſs of any art or ſcience, muſt 
be allowed to be a proof rather calculated 
to excite contempt, than to enfurpe con- 


viction. 


III. That the Author ſeems intimately ac- 
ua. nted with many recent occurrences in the 
" Univerſity ; as, the Summer Clinical Lecturer, 
Dr Duncan's Lectures on Medical Juriſpru- 
_ dence, and Dr R othcram s being Dr Black F 
Aſiani. | 5 

Parva leves capiuni 8 | Admire 


ble 


n 


it 


ble proofs that the author muſt be a 
member of the Univerſity, or nearly con- 
nected: with one! The ſummer chnical 
lectures had been eſtabliſned for two 
ſeaſons; they were well known to all the 
ſtudents, and they were publicly adverti- 
ſed: Nay, the Author of the Guide quotes 
them and the mathematics, &c. from an 
advertiſement in a newſpaper. Dr Duncan, 
in the year 1 799, publiſhed a Syllabus of 
his Lectures, in which he mentioned his 
improvement on his predeceſſor's plan, by 
the addition of Obſervations on Medical 
Juriſprudence; and Dr Rotheram had ap- 
peared as Dr Black's aſſiſtant daily for a 
whole winter, before two or three hun- 
dred gentlemen. ET, 

Although ſome gentlemen write on * üb | 
jets without having made any previous & 1 
inquiry into the affairs on which they pre- 
tend to lead the judgement of the public, 
it cannot be allowed that every author is 

cequally careleſs. Had, therefore, Dr Gre- 
gory even been able to prove that J. John- 
ſon, Eſq; was acquainted with circumſtan- 
ces known only to a few individuals, it 
would have ſtill been neceſſary for him to 
ſhew, that he could have had no opportu- 
nity of arch the information. 
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III. That the Author is perfectly well ac 
quainted with the Advantages which annual 
| Pupils to the Midwifery _ at this U niver- 


e enjoy. 


Bor theſe deen are ſo well known 
to the ſtudents, that in general many more 


gentlemen apply to be received on fuch 


terms than can be admitted. Had Dr 
Gregory ever converſed with any annual 


pupil either of the late Dr Young or of 


the preſent profeſſor, he would have found 


that the profeſſor of midwifery derives we- 
ry little pecuniary advantage from ſach 


pupils, while he neceſſarily incurs much 


trouble by them. For the extra fee paid for 


the privilege of being annual pupil is Two 


guineas and a half; only four are admit- 
ted annually; hence Ten guincas yearly is 
the whole emolument accruing from them. 
But for this ſum the profeſſor (or an aſſiſt- 


ant in whom he can confide) muſt not on- 
ly aſſiſt theſe gentlemen at all times with . 


his advice, frequently at the moſt unſea- 


ſonable hours, but mult alſo always ſuper- 


intend, and often himſelf undertake, the 
many difficult operations which they are 
called on to perform. It may be aſked, 
then, for what reaſon does the profeſſor 
of midwifery take annual pupils? For the 


benevolent 


4 I} 


benevolent purpoſe of ſaving many valu- 
able lives to the community, for which his 
Own exertions as an individual would be 
totally inadequate. And that᷑ many lives 
are annually preſerved by ſuch means, 1 
could produce the moſt inconteſtible Evie 


dence. | 
IV. That the Author mentions, that Dr 
| Hamilton engages to furniſh his Pupils with 
private deliveries ; — which, Dr Gregory ob- 
ſerves, is the very language of an ! advert! ies 
ment. 
Ax reaſonable man, petit his 41. | 
ced ſuch an inference, would certainly 
have converſed with ſome of the pupils of 
the midwifery claſs on the ſubject. Had 
Dr Gregory done ſo, he would have learn- 
ed, that one of the moſt common que- 
ſtions put by the pupils 1s, whether they 
are intitled to deliver women in the lying- 
in- ward during their attendance on the 
firſt courſe? And the conſtant anſwer is, 
that they are not; but if they be very 
anxious to ſee practice, they can have pri- 
vate deliveries, on condition that they pay 
a certain ſum to the patient. 
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( 86 
. That the 4 ut bor obſerver, that ho e- 
ducation of Dr Hamilton's Son has been regu- 
lated with the view of rendering him capable 
of the important taſk of being his Father's ge 
feftant: * Which implies,” the Doctor re- 
mare, a knowledge of their hiſtory, and of 
« the actions, and even the thoughts 4 . 
* tives, of Dr Hamilton.” | 
How wonderfully acute is this obſer- 
vation! It evinces a prodigious profundi- 
ty of thought, and an aſtoniſhing ſubtlety 
of reaſoning! 3 
My Father has not only mentioned, at 
the beginning of each courſe of lectures, 
for theſe four years paſt, that he had long 
wiſhed for an aſſiſtant, and had educated 
me for that purpoſe, but he has even ſaid 
the ſame thing in his preface to his Trea- 
tiſe on the Mansement of Female Com- 
Plaints. ; 
But the obſervation under + ci FER 


_ deſerves particular notice, as it proves in 


the moſt unequivocal manner the upright- 
neſs and candour of the Doctor's conduct 
towards me. | 
That the reader may under Land this proof, 
ke mult be informed, that only two pro- 
feſſors in the univerſity have aſſiſtants, viz. 
Dr Black and my Father ; that Dr Rother- 
s | ns Am, 


„ 
am, Dr Black's aſſiſtant, had only appeared 
in that character in the winter preceding 


the publication of the Guide, while I had, 


for three years previous to that publication, 
been intruſted with the principal part of 


the charge of my Father's claſs ; and that 
my Father gives three courſes annually, 


, and Dr Black only one. 


Dx Gregory's obſervation, then, will be 


| properly eſtimated, by comparing what the 


author of the Guide has ſaid of Dr Rothe- 


ram, with what he has ſaid of me. 


Dr Black's „ choice has fall cn on a 


« gentleman whom his accompliſhments 
render highly worthy of ſuch an office, 
Dr Rotheram, well known in the medi- 
cal and philoſophical world. By his 


* afliſtance, Dr Black is enabled to give 


the moſt valuable courſe of lectures on 


« chemiſtry which is at preſent delivered | 


by any profeſſor.“ | 
Dr Hamilton has been aſſiſted for a- 
e bove three years by his ſon, whoſe edu- 
cation has been regulated with the ſole 


6 deſign of rendering him capable of that 


99 \ 


important taſk. 

Dr Gregory, well aware that this cir- 
cumſtance would ſtrike every perfon who 
had read the original pamphlet, and 
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e the ſub ject, has 1 : 
by an artifice really unworthy of himſelf, 


to invalidate the obvious concluſion which 
would be drawn from it, by alleging, that 5 


Dr Rotheram has received this compli- 
ment in conſequence of a favour which he 
had done my Father, in a work to which 
he did not put his name. | 
As neither my Father nor myſelf knew 


of this favour, I was obliged to enquire 
into the circumſtance at Dr Rotheram him- 


ſelf; for I was very anxious to know the 
particulars, as Dr Gregory had ſtyled it a 
good ſtory. To my very great ſurpriſe, 
found that the obligation alluded to, 


was a favourable review of my Father's 


edition of Smellie's plates. That the va- 
hae of this important ſervice may be pro- 
perly appreciated, it is neceſſary to inform 


the candid reader, that Mr Creech having 

pPurchaſed the original plates of Smellie, 

requeſted my Father to improve the prac- 
tical obſervations added to each plate, which 

he did after much trouble, and for which 

he received no ſhare in the emoluments of 


the * and indeed no compenſation " 


® Unleſs an octavo copy of Hume' s hiſtory of England | 
be deemed ſuch, 
The 


(39) 


The review. could hot therefore! banetle. 
my Father; it could only ſerve Mr Creech. 


As my Father had no intereſt in the Re- 
view, he never enquired who was the au- 
thor of it, and never knew who he was till 

now. How far it is conſiſtent with reaſon 
to ſuppoſe that gratitude for ſuch a favour 

could have ſuggeſted the flattering and 
merited, it is true, compliments paid Dr 
Rotheram j in ſeveral parts of the Guide, it 
is not my intention to 8 


V. That the Author of the pamphlet has 
dai 72 yed much rancour againſt Dr Ruther- 
ford, who. had ſome years ago long and keenly 
oppoſed the admiſſion of men-midwives as Fel- 


lows into the Ro hal Collage of Phyſicians, and 


an had more lately adviſed the abolition of 
_ the lying-in-ward of the Royal Infirmary. 


That Dr Rutherford's behaviour in the 


College of Phyſicians was never reſented 
either by my Father or felf, the Doctor 
has had many ſtrong proofs, ; 

_ His ſucceſsful exertions in 3 he 


lying-in-ward of the Royal Infirmary abo- 


liſhed, were perfectly unknown to us; and 


_ notwithſtanding Dr Gregory's ſtrong poſi- 


tive aſſertions, the circumſtance would have 
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appeared incredible to us, had not the 
Doctor acquieſced in the charge. 


It cannot be controverted, that the 
flouriſhing ſtate of any univerſity muſt 
depend very much on each individual pro- 
feſſor appearing in his own particular de- 


partment with every poſſible advantage; 


nor can it be denied, that the general pro- 


ſperity of all the profeſſors muſt be advan- 
tageous to each individually. . 
Now, as the world regards 5 ſtudy of 
ar to be eſſential to a medical prac- 
titioner, there muſt be a profeſſor of that 
department in the univerſity. But as that 
profeſſor can no more teach midwifery 
without a lying-in-ward, than the profeſ- 


ſor of Botany can teach without a garden, 


it could not have been imagined that any 
man would have endeavoured to ruin one 
of his own colleagues, when it could have 
been attended with no immediate advantage 5 
to himſelf, and might have e in u- 


| red him. 


Beſi tles Dr . db 


that as my Father had received the charge 
of the lying-in-ward along with his profeſ- 
ſorſhip, it would have been inconſiſtent 


with the uſual liberality of the patrons of 


the univerſity, to have refuſed him ſome 


equivalent, 


„ 


aer if the managers of the Infirma- 


ry ſhodid have found it necellary; to abo- 


liſh that ward. 
Since, however, Dr e has not 


thought fit to deny it, we mult take the 


fact as Dr Gregory has repreſented 1 1. 


Dr Gregory, by his reaſoning on chis 


ee has criminated his friend in 


a very unjuſtifiable manner. He has in- 
ſinuated, that Dr Rutherford endeavoured 
to. ruin my Father's claſs, not only without 
provocation, but alſo without affording 


him any opportunity of defending himſelf. 
While he has only charged us with having 


| reſented a treacherous and undeſerved in- 


jury, not by means equally baſe, but o- 


penly by fair reaſoning, by arguments 
publicly expreſſed, and, therefore, if falſe, 
eaſily refuted ; for had all that is ſaid in the 
pamphlet againſt Doctor Rutherford pro- 


cceded from us, it would have been a very 
inadequate return for the pains the Doctor 
had taken in having the lying: in- ward 


ſuppreſſed. Such a piece of ſervice could 


only have been properly requited by a ſe- 
cret and ſucceſsful attempt to have the Bo- 
tanic Garden aboliſhed. | 
For unleſs Dr Rutherford's intention 


had been to injure the Midwifery claſs, 
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by adviſing the ſuppreſſion of the lying- 

1n-ward, his conduct on the occaſion - 

could not e have 2785 ſhaded har 
us. 

Bie ſo different is my opinion on cite 
ſubject from Dr Gregory's, that I declare, 
had Dr Rutherford's condu in the Infir- 
mary been known to me, I would have 
put a very different conſtruction on it 
from what Dr Gregory has done; I would 
have regarded it in the proper point of 
view; for I would have conſidered, that 
the Doctor was actuated from a CONVIC- 
tion, that the increaſed population of this | 
city, the great number of workmen, and 
the very high prices of all the neceſſaries 
ot life, rendered the eſtabliſhment of a ly- 

ing: in hoſpital, on a large ſcale, abſolutely 

_ neceſſary, and that ſuch an inſtitution 
would contribute much to the advantage 
of the Univerſity. 

In the opinion of all liberal-minded peo- 
ple, the expreſſions in the Guide reſpecting 
the Botanical claſs are not the ſuggeſtions 
of perſonal reſencment, but convey only 
the too generally prevalent erroneous i- 
deas concerning that claſs, which, how- _ 
ever, it has not been proved were ever 


ſamctioned wh me. 5 
VII. Thi 


T8) 


s vll. That the Author of the Cuide bas alfo 
een a rancour againſt the Profeſſor of Ma- 
* Zthematics, who teaches, during Summer, at 
1 the ſame hour with the Profe or of Midwife- 
= ry; and that the opinion reſpecting the fludy 
of Mathematics expreſſed in the Guide is Fe 
liar to Dr James Hamilton. 
Tuna Mr Playfair choſe the hour at 
which the Midwifery claſs had met for a- 
bove twenty years, although there was 
then another hour vacant, is certainly true. 
But what ſhould be thought of the heart 
of that man, who could ſuppoſe, that a 
\ rrifling circumſtance of this kind, for which 
Mr Playfair muſt have had good reaſons, _ 
could occaſion ſuch a degree of reſent9a  - 
ment, and induce ſuch a deſire for revenge, L 
as would lead to an attempt to ruin his 
claſs by an inſidious attack in an anony- 
mous pamphlet. Quodcungque oftendis mibi 
of ic, incredulus oli. It never entered into my 
Father's mind to ſuppofe that Mr Playfair 
meant him any injury by chooſing his 
hour; and it is obvious that he ſuffered 
none by it, as his claſs has become more 
numerous every ſeſſion fince the « circum- 
ſtance took place. | 
As to the opinion, that. the elements of 
geometry cannot. be ſo well acquired ar 
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teacher, being peculiar to me, I poſitively 
deny it. Unleſs it were a generally received 
opinion, that young men learn mathema- 
tics much better by attending a private 
teacher than a public profeſſor, we could 
not underſtand why a ſmall propor- 
tion only of the young gentlemen educa- 
ted in this city ſhould attend the mathe- 
matical claſs in the Univerſity, when the 
Profeſſor is acknowledged to be a man of 
very ſuperior abilities, while the ſchools of 
. teachers are crowded, although 
ſome of thoſe teachers have very als to 

recommend them. 


7 


VIII. That the Author 1 the Cielo "A 


He om an inveteracy againſt private Teachers, 
which could only have proceeded from one in- 


terefled in injuring them, | 
THE expreſſions i in the Guide do not, in 
my opinion, warrant ſuch a concluſion; 
but even although they did, the inference 
deduced by Dr Gregory is not fair: for 
no private teacher, on the plan hitherto 
adopted, can interfere with my Father. 
When one gives a few lectures or demon- 
ſtrations for a few ſhillings, he holds out 
a temptation to many young men, which 


induces 
7 


e 


„„ 


| induces them to attend his courſe, altho' 
otherwiſe they might never have ſtudied 


the ſubjet ; a private teacher of Mid- 
witery may therefore be very ſucceſsful, 
without injuring, in the ſmalleſt degree, 
the N 


IX. That the Author of the Guide ene 


that Midwives are almoft excluſively emplo ne | 


in low life in Edinburgh, which, Dr Gregory 

remarks, could only be known to a Pratti- 

tioner of Midwifery in Edinburgh. 

Bur every gentleman who ever ſtudied 
__ Midwifery here, knows this alledged extra- 
ordinary fact, nay, it is often mentioned by 
way of reproach in England, that in Scot- 


land and Ireland the practice of Midwife- 


ry is entirely in the hands of women. Be- 
fides, I am told, that it is a common cuſtom 
for the young gentlemen attending this U- 
niverſity, who have formerly ſtudied Mid- 


wifery at another place, to pay a ſum of 


money to ſome of the midwives in low 
practice, for the privilege of attending 
along with them. | 
Thar there are many midwives in this 
city, of whoſe abilities, attention, and fi- 
delity we can give honourable teſtimony 
from our own knowledge, we have oc- 
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caſion every day to mention; indeed as 
many of them were my Father's own pu- 
pils, it would be a ſevere reproach on him 
if they were not well qualified for their 
duty. But that many ignorant women 
practiſe in low life, and commit frequent 
dangerous blunders, cannot be denied ; 
and is neceſſarily mentioned in the Mid- 
wifery claſs every courſe, on various occa- 
ions, but more eſpecially in giving a view 
of the proportion of difficult caſes which | 
occur in practice: two or three hundred 
pupils can atteſt it. „„ 


X. That all thoſe Profeſſors whoſe. con- 
duct has been obliging to the Profeſſor of Mid- 
woifery, or his Son, are liberally Pral iſed in 
tbe Guide, © 
Ir happens, unfortunately for Dr Gre- 
gory's argument, that the praiſes in the 
Guide, like the cenſures, merely expreſs 
che general opinions of the. ſtudents. | 
It would be a very diſagreeable taſk for 
me to follow the Doctor in his illuſtrations 
aof the argument under conſideration, I 
ſhall therefore entirely paſs over all the illi- 
beral remarks which he has made, altho' 
they afford an adtnirable ſpecimen both 


— 


2 " 


. 


Ye the Door” s talents as an inquiſicr 
and of his generoſity as a man. 


plain, not from any knowledge of the au- 
thor's ſentiments, I muſt obſerve, but 
from having converſed with ſeveral of the 


Doctor's pupils on the ſubject. 


ral reports. 


flirſt courſe of lectures after Dr Cullen's 
death, in metaphyſical diſquiſitions, which 


as to give 33 courſe for the firſt 


[ES 


One circumſtance, however, which has 
puzzled him ſtrangely, I believe I can ex- 


I allude to the praiſes 1 on che 
Doctor in the Guide, contraſted with the x 
opinion of him which the author has ex 
preſſed in his letters. I muſt premiſe, ' 4 
that I offer this explanation under correc- | 
tion. If I have been miſinformed, I ſhall 
readily acknowledge my regret for having 
ventured, in one W to W 8 gene- 


It is ſaid then, that Dr Gregory — 5 
ving em ployed much of the time of his 


his pupils did not underſtand, felt ſo very 
forcibly, that what he has called compli- 

ments in the Guide were 1ronical, that he 
exerted himſelf ſo much this laſt ſeaſon, 


time ſince he was appointed Profeſſor of 
the Practice: | 


_ 
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WAI 7. "Py many of the expreſſions in the 1 


Ovid: are the ſame which the preſent Profeſ- 
for of Midwifery has been heard to uſe, both © 


in private converſation and in public diſcourſe. 


WEN it is known that my Father gives 


three courſes of lectures annually ; that at 


the beginning of each courſe he reads a 
ſhort public lecture, in which he explains 


his plan, and that every perſon who 


chuſes may attend that meeting, the whole 
force of this apparently formidable argu- 


ment will fall to the ground; for in gi- 


ving an account of any man's opinions, 
one may naturally adopt ſome of his ex- 


preſſions. 


But what will be thought of the argu- 
ment when I aſſert, that, as far as I can 
judge, there is not a ſingle expreſſion of 
my Fatlier's in the whole account; nay, the 


view of his plan (although it might eaſily 
have been obtained, for every pupil who 


ſtays here three years might hear it- nine 


times) is no more correct than that of the 


other profeſſors. It exhibits the gene- 


ral outline indeed; but that outline is 


ſketched out in his text-book, and is 
nearly common to his plan, with that of 
one or two teachers in London ; whereas, 


within theſe four years, an alteration in 


the 


„„ 
the arrangement of the courſe has been 
made, which characteriſes it from every 
| N der courſe on the ſame ſubject. 
=: Between three and four hundred . 
mm can afford ample teſtimony of this fact. 
Several gentlemen who have attended 
my Father's public lectures for theſe two 
Fx years paſt, have been requeſted to conſi- 
1 der the Guide attentively, that they might 
. diſcover whether there be any ſimilar ex- 
preſſions, and they have uniformly de- 
clared that there are none. If any farther 
proof be required, the lecture fhall be 
publiſhed, which in at once convince 
gp one. 


5 XII That the Author of the Guide had ad. 
ones and executed a certain inquiry, reſpeft- 
ing the ſituation of the Profe Mer of Midwifery 
in the Univerſity of Edinburgh, which -had 
been threatened by Dr Hamilton, in a conver- 
fation with Dr Gregory, eight yas IF 
the publication of that work. 

ABOUT nine years ago, in en 0 
of a circumſtance which Dr Gregory has 
fully explained, though not very accu- 
rately, my Father threatened to make a ju- 
dieial inquiry into the cauſes which have 
1 re the Profeſſor of Midwifery, in this 
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Univerſi Nin a different ſtate from lice 5 
he is in every regular univerſity where 


ſuch a profeſſor is appointed. But his 
well known deſire to avoid diſturbing the 


harmony of his colleagues, has hitherto 7 
prevented him from taking the proper Th 


ſteps for that purpoſe, 


_ Every perſon in the leaſt 3 
3 the knowledge which a medical prac- 


Þ titioner ought to poſſeſs, will naturally be 


aſtoniſhed, when he is told that Midwife- 
ry is not conſidered by the Univerſity of 


Edinburgh as a department of Medicine, 
Dr Gregory has humorouſly endea- 
voured to prove, that a medical practi- 
tioner has no more to do with mid- 
wifery, than an old midwife has to do 
with the practice of phyſic. 


Although verbal diſquiſitions, it is . 
7 known, occupy much of the Doctor's at- 
tention, yet he very properly, on ſome 
occaſions, (viz. where he finds it for 
his intereſt), pretends to be ignorant that 
many words have two diſtin fignifica- 


tions. It was thus that he miſrepreſented 
the word di/covery in his 1lliberal attack on 


Dr Prieſtly ; and it is-thus that he miſre- 


preſents midwifery in his rude aſſault on my 


F Os and us dna Yet the author of the 
Guide 


| 
| 


Guide had ſurely taught him, that lec= 
tures on midwifery do not deſcribe mere- 
ly the management of women during 
child- bearing, but comprehend a deſcrip- 
tion of the treatment of the diſeaſes pecu- 
| liar to women and children. In mention- 

ing, therefore, the reaſons which have in- 

duced the members of the Univerſity to 
conſider midwifery as unconnected with 


medicine, he ſhould have ſtated the que- 
ſtion thus: By the laws of the Univerſity 
of Edinburgh, a phyſician has no occaſion 


ro ſtudy the diſeaſes of women and chil- 
dren, although ſuch diſeaſes daily form 
the ſubject of. his attention; but he muſt 


ſtudy other ſubjects, not in chi leaſt con- 


nected with practice. 
Dr Gregory has boaſted, that 5 and o- 


thers have long practiſed without having 


ever ſtudied midwifery. With the reſult 


of his practice I am not acquainted; but 
that of others, to his certain knowledge, 
has not been ſuch as to warrant any exul- 


tation in ignorance, which being highly 


dangerous to the community, is certainly 


quite unjuſtifiable. An illuitration, alrea- = 


dy ſubmitted to the Doctor, but very wiſe- 
ly totally difregarded by him, will place 


this matter in a proper point of view. 


1 Suppoſe 
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Aung it p thar a phyſician 
ſhould, from having not ſtudied midwife- 
ry, miſtake pregnancy for dropſy, what 
would be the conſequence? He would pre- 
preſcribe violently ſtimulating medicines, 
which would neceſſarily induce abortion ; - 

and that accident, at certain periods of 
Pregnancy, beſides deſtroying the child, 

endangers highly the life of the mother. 
Indeed no woman can miſcarry at the pe- 
_ riod at which pregnancy can be miſtaken 
for dropſy, without incurring great ha- 
zard. That ſuch a miſtake has been com- 
mitted, (even more than once, I am in- 
formed), is no ſecret among the ſtudents, 
and is well known to the Doctor. At the 
time that it happened, it impreſſed very 
ſtrongly on the minds of thoſe who wit- 
neſſed it the neceſſity for attending to 
midwifery. The caſe overturned, within 
twenty-four hours, the reaſoning which the 
gentleman had, as Dr Gregory aſſerts, em- 
ployed for many years. ; 
The queſtions in the Guide mo | 
the reaſons which have placed the profeſ- 
for of midwifery in this Univerſity in ſuch 
a ſituation, would naturally occur to every 


per ſon who is told the circumſtance; and 
ſuck 


— 


. 


( 53 ) 


ſuch queſtions are often put 1 5 my F ather's 8 
pupils. | 


What an outrage, ts; is it on com- 


mon ſenſe, to connect a very natural que- 


ſon with a propoſed judicial ws he? | 
Wen nine fe ago! | 


5 XIII. That the Style of the Guide, and 
many of the Thoughts expreſſed in it, are ſi- 
milar to thoſe of the Tranſlation' of the New 
French Medical Conſtitution, publiſhed in the 


laſt volume of Dr Duncan's Commentaries, 


and executed by Dr James Hamilton junior. 


Tris aſſertion tallies ill with another of = 


the Doctor's allegations, that many of the 
_ expreſſions in the Guide were recogniſed 
to be my Father's. Did my Father aſſiſt 
at the Committee of the Medical Society 


of Paris, who. drew up that elaborate 
Plan ? 
It muſt appear A fingular, that Dr 


: Gregory 1ſhould ſeek for ſimilarity of ſtyle 
in a tranſlation, eſpecially when he had 


in his poſſeſſion above ſeven hundred pa- 
ges of original matter, publiſhed by my Fa- 
ther and myſelf within the ſame year with 


the Guide. Nor can ir be urged in his 


defence, that the Doctor was not diſpoſed 
to take proper ne of this circum- 
12 „ ſtance 


e 


stange; he tells us, that “ the perfect 
„ fſameneſs, or even very near reſemblance, 
„ both in thought and expreſſion, were it 
© but in a ſingle ſentence or couplet, to 


the compoſition of a preceding author, 


« (if it were not acknowledged as borrow- 


e ed), would be complete internal evidence 


cot plagiariſm.” It is exceedingly unfor- 
tunate for the Doctor, that he could not 


find, in ſeven hundred pages on the ſub- 
Jet of midwifery, a ſingle couplet ſimilar 


to any in the Guide, and that he was 
therefore obliged to have recourſe to a 


tranſlation. 


. 


Dr Gregory has noticed particularly one 
expreſſion common to the Guide and to 


the Tranſlation of the French Medical 


Conſtitution, viz. the healing art. Whay 


a pity it is that that expreſſion occurs on- 
ly twice in above ſeven hundred pages 


publiſhed profeſſedly by us, viz. the 


Treatiſe on the Management of Female 
Complaints, and the Letters to Dr Of- 


born! Rua res in fe negque conſt lum neque mo- 


dum habet nullum, cam confilio regere non potcs. 

The Guide, in ſeveral places, eſpecially 
in the pollicript, bears itrong evidence 
that it was written previous to the mect- 
ing of the ſummer clailes, that 1 is, previ- 


ot, 


ous 


ous to May 1993 But the volume of the 


Hiſtoire de la 8 ocietè Royale de Medicine 
- de Paris, in which the plan of the New 
Medical Conſtitution is detailed, did not 
reach Edinburgh till towards the latter 
end of june that year, and was never in 
my poſſeſſion, as the books of the College 


Library can ſhew, till the 5th of July; or, 
in other words, till two or three months 


after the Guide ASCE. to have been writ- 


ten. | 
A&D Orkgatty does not lay muck ſtreſs 
on the aſſertion under conſideration, I 


ſhould have paſſed it over, had it not af- 


forded me an excellent opportunity of pay- 


ing a due tribute of reſpect to hs Doctor's 


wonderful abilities. 


If the reader take the trouble to com- : 
pare the Doctor's method of detecting pla- 
giariſm, juſt quoted, with the following 
obſervation, ſelected from his celebrated 


Introduction to his Philoſophical and Lite- 


rary Eſſays, he will be ſtruck with admi- 


ration, and perhaps with terror. 


It is poſlible, in ſome caſes, to aſ- 


« certain the moſt ſecret thoughts of men, 


« in ſpite of their own. boldeſt aſſertions | 


“and denials.“ 
Tremble, 75 innocent, and ye ile : 
b Ye 
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Le innocent, tremble ! for of, ye inad- 


vertently ſtumble on a ſingle couplet ſimi- 
lar in compoſition to, or very nearly re- 


ſembling in thought, an expreſſion in an 
anonymous pamphlet, whether the pam 
phlet be written before or after any publi- 


cation in which ye may have been enga- 


ged, ye ſhall be judged guilty bf being 


concerned in the anonymous work! And 


tremble, ye guilty ! for behold a man who 
can aſcertain your molt ſecret thoughts, 
in ſpite of your own boldeſt aſſertions ng 
denuals ! Fay 7 


| Sven, then, 1s Dr Gregory's Internal 
Evidence. Credule quid fruſtra fi. mullacra 


: FJugacia caplas, guod hetis 72  nungquam. 


Diveſted of its meretricious ornaments, 


ſophiſtical reaſoning, and miſrepreſent- 


ed facts, it amounts to this, that in 


the pamphlet intitled, A Guide for Gen- 


tlemen ſtudying Medicine at the Uni- 
verſity of Edinburgh, ſome profeſſors 


are cenſured, and many are warmly prai- 


ſed ; that Dr Rutherford, who, Dr Gre- 


| gory has alleged, has "ng endeavoured to 


injure my Father, 1s particularly cenſured, 
and that £4 Father 18 very much praiſed. 
Now 


* 


( s7 


— Now ha it been . 7%, That Dr 
Rutherford 8 pretended attempts, for we 
do not believe Dr Gregory's account, were 
| known to my Father, and that he was ca- 
pable of reſenting them; 200%, That the opi- 
nion of the botanic lectures, expreſſed in 
the Guide, is peculiar to us; and, 3aly, 
That my Father's courſe of W do not 
merit any encomium: then it might have 
been inferred from the internal evidence of 
the pamphlet, that the author had had ſome 
communication with us. But as Dr Ru- 
therford's conduct was totally unknown to 
us, as the obſervations in the Guide on 
his lectures expreſs the erroneous ſenti- 
ments of many ſtudents, and as malice 
itſelf cannot deprive my Father of that re- 
putation as a teacher and practitioner 
which he has long enjoyed; Dr Gregory's 
internal evidence, like ſtage-lightning, al- 
though formidable in appearance, muſt 
terminate in ſmoke. | 


= 
N 


| DR GREGORY'S COLLATERAL EVIDENCE. 


- I. That the Publiſhers did not anſwer the : 
en of Dr pe Gas s Attorne 9 made 
on 


wore nee Ry 


2 the 287% f 8 until. the uh ty - © 


of December ; by which there was Juſt time to 
have written to Edinburgh, and to W re- 
ceived proper inſtructiont. PL 
I ſhall not calculate the number of places 
to which they might have written with- 
in exactly the ſame ſpace of time ; but ta- 
king it at fifty only, the argument CERT. 8 


be allowed much weight. 
From the tenor of Mr Chalmer's letter, 


P- 23- it 18 more than probable that it will 
appear in proof, that thoſe gentlemen did 
not write to Edinburgh on the ſubject. 7 


PIE e 
r v 


2 : . 


CY was he, 1 yy U ef 
WV 5 * £ 
—— Hr nn 
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II. That Dr ſames Hamilton junior men- 

W- tioned to a gentleman, thit it was probable the 

: author of the Guide had received ſome hints 

| . from himſelf or 2 Father, by means of infor- 

| „ conveyed to a friend in London. | 

| The converſation to which Dr Gregory 
here alludes, I very well remember. The 
ſubſtance of it was ſhortly this 8 

WTI told Dr Adair jun. for he is the gentle- 

| man who ſo honourably reported it, that 

| having had no concern whatever with the 

| author or publiſher of the pamphlet, I was 

| © aſtoniſhed how it ſhould be attributed to 

| me. He hinted as a reaſon, that there were 


many circumſtances. in the account of my 
F ather's 


Fs * 


„% 1: 


: Father's claſs which had given G eulen 


to the ſuſpicion. In anſwer, I obſerved, that 
not only all his pupils know perfectly the 


general plan of my Father's lectures, but 
that I had alſo had occaſion to write to Lon- 


don about manycircumſtances which might 
have been made uſe of without my know- 


ledge. Theſe letters were about the pro- 
jected lying-in hoſpital ; for, as my Father 


and myſelf wiſhed to render that inſtitu- 


tion as perfect as poſſible, we wrote both 
to London and Dublin on the ſubject, 


chat we might derive every advantage 


from the experience of thoſe who ſuper- 


intended fimilar hoſpitals Nay more, 1 
a number of propoſals for the Edinburgh 


General Lying-in-hoſpital were ſent to 


London, and a liberal ſubſcription recei- 


ved from one gentleman there. I ſhall 
leave it to the two Doctors to ſettle by 
' whoſe contrivance this converſation has 
been repreſented, as in the argument un- 


der conſideration. 


Ill. That chan the end of September laſt, 
Dr James Hamilton junior had boaſted to 4 

Gentleman, of having written books to which 

be had not put his name, and had mentioned that © 
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he ſoould fron appear 19 the public in that 


ray. 
The ſame communicative eee 
mentioned 1 in the laſt ſection; muſt be a- 


gain introduced to the F of the 


reader. 


— of Scormberdafl, 1 


was requeſted, by a near relation of Dr 
Adair junior, to attend a poor woman in 
the eighth month of pregnancy, then af- 


fected with peripneumony. I readily a- 


greed to the requeſt, and for two or three 
weeks met in conſultation with Dr Adair, 
generally twice a- day, and ſometimes 
oftener. The woman was delivered by 


my aſſiſtance; and, in ſhort, although the 
caſe for a long time ſeemed to be deſperate, 


by our united endeavours, the patient re- 


covered entirely. 
During the courſe of that attendance, 


T had the honour to receive frequent vilits 
from the Doctor, by which a friendſhip 


between us, on my part ſincere, was eſta- 


bliſhed. With great openneſs I commu- 
nicated to him all my views. Among 
many other ſubjects of converſation, I re- 


collect well having repeatedly mentioned 
with regret, that although I had, during 


the laſt two or three years, written a great 
deal | 


(61) 


deal for the preſs, I had received very little 


credit for all my labour, as nothing had 
appeared in my own name and that now, 


when I was wiſhing to have brought for- 


ward my projected improved edition of 
Morgagni, I had been obliged, from mo- 
tives of gratitude to Dr Duncan, to un- 


dertake a difficult and extenſive tranſla- 


tion for his Commentaries * , by which I 
ſhould be again prevented fol ſome time 
from appearing in propria perſona. The 


* 


works to which I alluded, were not only 


my Father's publications, but alſo medical 
Theſes, in the compoſition of ſome of which 


I had aſſiſted, and in that of others I had 


been ſolely engaged. This Dr Adair well 
knew; for I explained to him the con- 


duct of one gentleman in Dublin re- 


ſpecting a Theſis which I had written for 
him. It was on Uterine Hæmorrhagy. 
The gentleman having graduated at Glaſ- 


. gow, did not print it. Therefore I wrote 


to him for the copy, that, with ſome alte- 


* I never . that this cede would have been 


ſo very handſomely acknowledged by Dr Duncan, as it has 


been in the preface to his laſt volume of the Commentaries: 
For the flattering compliment paid me there was totally un- 


known to my Father and myſelf, till pointed out by Dr Gre- 


gory at the meeting of the Senatus Aczdemicus on the 21ſt 
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rations, I might publiſh it as an a eſſe in 
my own name. 
The gentleman took no notice my my : 
letter; but to my very great ſurpriſe, ma- 
ny months after, he wrote to my Father, 
requeſting a liſt of his titles, that he might 
dedicate the Eſſay (my Eſſay) to him. 
Further, he modeſtly deſired, that I would 
do him the favour to ſuggeſt any improve- 
ments which might have occurred to me 
in conſequence of additional experience; 
and above all, that I would ſend him is 
few more caſes. I immediately anſwered 
him; and my letter was couched in ſuch 
terms, that he durſt not publiſh the Eſſay 
in his own name; but I had reaſon to be- 
lieve, from ſome eee I had recei- 
ved, that it was offered for publication in 
London. Dr Adair knew all theſe parti- 
culars, and he alſo knew that I had once 
ſome thoughts of publiſhing at firſt, with- 
out my name, a few obſervations on the 
uſe of the vectis. The candid reader will 
form a proper opinion of the perſons who 
could apply this information in the man- 
ner in which Drs T_T and Adair have 
done. 


IV. That a ſors days after the Conver/a- \ 
tion detailed i in the Ld Seaton, Dr James Ha- 


milton 


: . 5 


0} 


milton Junior had put into the Gn ft the ſame 


Gentleman, (vis. Dr Adair), a copy of the 


Guide, inſcribed . From the Author,” nearly a 


month before the Pamphlet was publiſhed vi 
On the 6th day of October, as already 
ſtated, I received a copy of the pamphlet 
by the hands of Mr Guthrie bookſeller, 
South Bridge, to whom it, and my Fa- 


ther's copy, came, in a parcel along with 
another copy for one of the Profeſſors, 


from the Meſſ. Robinſon of London, 


which was conveyed by the mail-coach. 
The letter from the Meſſ. Robinſon, 


: ſent along with the parcel, Mr Guthrie 
was obliging enough «to ſhow me. It is 


dated the 2d of October; and the in- 


voices ſent to Meſſ. Bell and Bradfute, 


Hill, and Mudie, along with their parcels 
of the Guide, were dated alſo on the 2d 
of that month: ſo that ſome copies ha- 
ving been ſent by the mail, and others 
by ſea, the former were here ſooner than 
the latter. But I am informed, that the 
book was in ſeveral ſhops within a owe 
days after I ſaw it. 

At any rate, as other Gentlemen beſides 
myſelf received copies from the author at 


the ſame time, the allegation under conſi- 5 
605 QETATION, 1 18 proved to be abſolutely falſe. | 


V. 
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V. 7. bat whe Dr Gregory s atcnſation f Dr 
£2 Hamilton was pending before the Se- 
natus Academicus, he received a letter, fin- 


ed J. Fohnſon, plainly intended to bias the deter- 
mination of the Committee, and implying an 


accurate knowledge, not only of what was go- 


ing forward in Edinburgh, but alſo of the 


very day of x pans 7 the Senatus Acade- 


micus. 
Si quid mibi credas, nunquam amavi Dome 
| bominem. Sed quo crimine cæcidit? Quis de- 


lator? Quibus teftibus ? Nihil horum, GRAN- 


DIS EPpiSTOLA a CAPREIS venit. This let- 


ter is dated, London, December 18. ſo 


that it ſhould have reached Edinburgh 


on the 21ſt, the day before the Committee 


met, had it been put into the poſt-office 
in London on the day of its date; but as 
it did not arrive at Edinburgh ſooner than 
the 24th, it is evident that it was not 
put into the poſt-office there till the 21ſt. 
This letter my Father declared to be all 
a myſtery to him; and ſo it undoubtedly 
was. He had written a ſtrong letter to the 
Principal, regretting that the Committee 
had not met on Saturday the 15th, as he 


had expected, and requeſting that a meet- 


ing might be held. on the 17th; to which 


1% 


Dr Robertſon anſwered, That he was con- 
vinced the members of the committee could 
not meet on that day; my Father there- 
fore knew nothing whatever of the day 
of meeting till the 2 1ſt, when he ſent early 
in the morning, to know from the janitor 
of the college, whether he had received or- 
ders for ſummoning the committee for the 
following day. _ 
Dr Gregory s reaſoning on the letter is 
very curious. It was erroneouſly dated, 
and did not arrive in proper time; ergo, it 
came from Edinburgh, from a practitioner 
there, and from one at leaſt connected with 
ſome member of the Univerſity. Let, had 
it arrived at the exact time, the day before 
the meeting of the committee, there would 
have been clear proof, he would have al- 
leged, that it did ſo. 
At the time that Dr Gregory ok 
this letter, my Father and I firmly belie- 
ved that it was a manceuvre of ſome of 
the parties intereſted in injuring us; but 
ſince it is written in the ſame hand as the 
anſwer which Dr Gregory received to the 
letter addreſſed to the author, ſent to the 
Meſſ. Robinſon, that ſuſpicion is entirely 
15 effaced. And from what thoſe gentlemen 


have 


120} 


have aid to Mr Chalmer, it is clear ait it 
could not proceed from us. 
But from the time that Dr e bad 
brought the affair before the Senatus Aca- 
demicur, the circumſtance was ſo much the 
ſubject of public converſation, that Dr A- 
dair's wife wrote an account of the whole 
tranſaction to her huſband, then in the 
country. He, as he informed me on his 
return, in anſwer to her letter, obſerved, 


that ſhe had probably miſtaken Gregory 


for Rutherford. 
The ſubject was alſo talked. of among 


F the members of the Medical Society on Sa- 


turday the 15th of January. As, there- 
fore, the matter was very widely known, if 

the author have any acquaintance at Edin- 
burgh, he might have «ably learned what 
was going forward. 


VL 7 hat Dr Grevery zwrole tꝛvo letters 10 
J. Johnſon, E/q; and ſent them to the Me fe. 
Robinſon, to be tranſmitted by them to the 
Author of the Guide; that he received an 
anſwer juſt within the time which was requi- 
red to have ſent theſe letters to Edinburgh, 
and to have returned an anſwer to London, 

that it might be conveyed to him by pot. 


'The 


(G) 


11 The J gentlemen concerned in the com- * 
bination o injure me, had good reaſon to | 


believe, that the publiſhers of the Guide 
would never diſcover. the author, of. that 


work; and they imagined, that ſo long as 


he ſhould remain concealed, they might 


perſuade the malicious part of the Ford, 
that I was certainly the perſon. * 


But the Doctor, unfortunately — them, | 
by his too great zeal in ſo laudable a cauſe, 


has, like MARPLOT, ſpoiled the whole; 


for by ſending the two letters alluded to, 


he has afforded me the moſt unequivocal 

circumſtantial evidence of my having had 

no concern in that pamphlet which, cpu 
have been produces. 

If the Meſſ. Robinſon ſent the Doctor's 

3 5 to any part of England, in a di- 


rection from London oppoſite to that f 
Edinburgh, as, for example, to Bath or 
Briſtol, and if the Doctor received an an- 
{wer within the ſpace of eleven days from 
the arrival of his letter at London, it is 
clear to a demonſtration, that the perſon 


who wrote the anſwer could have had no 
communication with n within 


3 time. 
It is much more thank ceobehi, 3 in 
| the courſe of the judicial proceedings car- 
rying on by my Father and the Doctor, 


. 1 as - 


of 1 5 wana 


0 6 3 e 
chis will be prog 16 Be che NY for Mr 


Chalmer ſays, Mr Robinſon © added ſun- 


« dry circumſtances, which convince me, 
* chat you Dr Gregory) have been led 
to form erroneous concluſions on the 


« ſubject.” | 
In many caſes, cen evidence 


5 is preferable to direct teſtimony. Two 


witneſſes may ſwear poſitively, that they 
faw a particular perſon perpetrate a rob- 


bery, or a murder; but if that perſon can 


prove from circumſtances, that he was at 


the time mentioned by the witneſſes at a 


great diſtance from the ſcene of action, 
their evidence will be diſregarded. 725 
In the ſame manner, it is probable, that, 


in conſideration of a ſum of money, a 
perſon might be prevailed on to declare 
Himſelf the author of the Guide; and 
hence direct teſtimony could be brought 


to prove my having had no concern in it. 


But ſurely, if it can be ſhewn, that letters 


addreſſed to the author of that work were 
ſent in ſuch a direction, that the perſon 


who wrote the anſwer could not poſſibly 


have had any communication whatever 
with me, the proof that I had no concern 
in the publication will be much ſtronger 
than it could have been 926 9 — k 


5 VII That 


1 


VII. That Dr Fames 1 Hamilton Letter on | 


oo 17th January, to. Dr Gregory, WAS in 
| conſequence of the letters addreſſed to F. Jobn- 


fon, Eſq; conveyed to the Me . Robinſon. 


As the Doctor's intention in writing the 
two letters alluded to was, he. alleges, to 
force me to take ſome prepoſteraus me- 


might obtain proof of my guilt, the letter 
which I wrote to him on the 17th of Ja- 


the bait had taken. : 
The Doctor, with much humour, e compares 


| | the operation of his letter to that of ſame 
nauſeous drugs, which on many occaſions 


are highlybeneficial; and hence he modeſtly 


aſſumes to himſelf no ſmall degree of me- 


rit for his wonderful ingenuity. But if 
the effect of his preſcriptions in other caſes 
be as much the reverſe of what he intends 
as it has been in the preſent inſtance, I am 


5 afraid the ſucceſs of his practice will be 
ſomewhat ſimilar to that of the great Sa x- 


RADO, — however different his plan of 


cure may be. 
Had not the Doctor written ü let- 


ters, and ſent them to the Meſſ. Robin- 5 


ſon, any declaration of theſe gentlemen, 
as long as they ſhould conceal the author, 


would not have entirely cleared me; and 


ks © therefore 


thod of clearing myſelf, by which he 


nuary proved, he- obſerves, that his en- 
deavours had not been fruitleſs ; for that 
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'T Hus * cllactia, idle: adduced 
by Dr Gregory is ſhewn to be either the 
creation of his own yy or the miſre- 


| 1 of others. 


14 


1 ae now exhibit A; 5 view v of 
the Doctor's aſſertions, by which I have 
an opportunity of introducing a few trif- 
ling miſrepreſentations which did not me- 
rit any formal notice, recalling to the 
learned Doctor's recollection the celebrated 


Lord Bacon's obſervation, © Prudens inter- 


n eft dimidium fſeientie.” 


Dr Gregory D Aﬀertions | 


1. That I made an adveal | 
to the public. * 


2. That it never was his in- 
tention to injure me. 


3. That the Author of the 


Guide ſeems intimately ac- 


quainted with every recent 
tranſaction in the Univerſity. 


1 lle 
1. That appeal only now 


made. 
2 The whole tenor of his 
pamphlet ſhews this. | 


3. Yet nothing can be found 
in it which every ſtudent does 


not know. 


I 2 ts + That 


— 


* * Conſider, indulgent reader, the admirable P ſpe ewe! el en o 5 "i 
Doctor's correctneſs, ingenuouſneſs, and upr 5 Ns: which 


the very firſt ſentence of his pamphlet exhibit _ e aſſerts, 
that I made an appeal to the public; but I * 
ed to do ſo. I diſtributed my correſpondence 


threaten- 
h him a- 


mong his own brethren only, and I informed him, in a note 


ſent along with a copy of my circular wy that I had done 


fo, 


IOW. 


Dr Gregory's Aſertion 


J. That the Meff. Robinſon 
declared they got the Guide 
from their correſpondent in 
: Edinburgh. | ; Ea ESE 
5. That I mentioned to a 

entleman, that I had given 

ints on the ſubje& of the 
Guide to a friend in London. 
6. That in a private letter 
to my Father, Dr Gregory in- 
timated to him how much he 

was intereſted in the inquiry 
brought by him before the Se- 
natus Academicus. 
7. That in conſequence of 
my publication of his letter, 
he was called on to defend him- 


ſelf, by explaining his conduct, 
which he had done accordingly. 


8. That the Guide is prin- 
cipally deſigned to raiſe the 
fame and promote the pecu- 
niary intereſt of the preſent 
profeſſor of midwifery. 


8 


or how. 


„ ˙ iS Serra ar. PAs 6s 1. 11 $0 Seb 


4. Their declaration to Mr 
Chalmer proves the reverſe, 


1 5. Proved (page 58.) to be 
a miſrepreſentation. 


6. But in that private lets 
ter “he only told him that he 
was much intereſted, not why 


IF; 


50 7. His pamphlet, I have 


reaſon to believe, was in the 
hands of the printer before he 
had any letter from me. 


8. Yet the praiſes of other | 
claſſes are as warm, and the ac- 


count of others as full as thoſe 


of my Father's ; and the great 


increaſe of his pupils for two 
or three years previous to the 
appearance of the Guide, ſhews 
inconteſtiblythat hislectures re- 


quired no extraordinary means 
to recommend them. | 


9. That 


— — 
7 


The reader ſhall judge for himſelf. 


„ Sir, Along with this you will receive a copy of a cir- 
& cular letter which I have this day ſent to all my col- 
« leagues of the Univerſity of Edinburgh. That letter will 
“ ſufficiently explain itſelf; but as what I have to lay be- 
* fore the Senatus Academicus moſt peculiarly concerns 
% you, I think it right to give you-.this private intimation, 
in order that you may arrange your matters ſo as to be 
te at the Univerſity meeting, whatever other intentions or 
« avocations you may have had. You can have no bulineſs 
« more intereſting to yourſelf than what I am to lay before 


„„ the Senatus Academicus. 


bl 


I am, Sir, your moſt obedient ſervant, 


(Signed) © Jas Gaeconr,” 


on. 
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Dr Gregory's Aſertions 


9. That the Guide is alſo 
deſigned to decry the Botani- 


cal and Mathematical claſſes, | 


10. That the author of the 
Guide muſt be intimately ac- 
quainted with my Father's fa- 
mily, for he mentions that 1 
was educated with the ſole view 


| of being his aſſiſtant in teach- 


11. That private teachers 
are decried in the Guide, and 


that there is a private teacher 


at prefent here, who is my Fa- 


ther's rival in teaching and in 


practice. | 


18. Phat ic the Owidde a 


inquiry is made reſpecting the 
. of the Profeſſor of 
Midwifery, which was threat- 
ened by my Father nine years 


ago. 


— 1415 That phyſicians may 


iſe ſucceſsfully without a- 


ny knowledge of Midwifery. 


14. That the Guide is a pro- 
totype of the new French Me- 
dical Conſtitution, and that ma- 
ny ſentences of my tranſlation 


of that plan correſpond with 


paſſages of the Guide. 


15. That many expreſſions 
et the Guide are the well- 


known expreſſions of my Fa- 


ther. 


* 


e Proved fals. ; 
9. But although both theſe 


claſſes were . annihilated, it 
would not add a fingle pupil to 
the Midwifery claſs, ' _ 
10. Yet all that is ſaid of m 
is what my Father has public- 
ly mentioned many hundred 
times, while the aſſiſtant of an- 
other profeſſor, who had only 
appeared lately, is very warm- 
ly praiſed. 358: 
11. But the expreſſions in 


the Guide do not warrant this 


concluſion ; and no private 
teacher can affect my Father's 


practice or ſucceſs in teaching, 


12. What has been fiyled 
the inquiry, is merely a natu- 
ral queſtion, why Midwifery 


ſhould not be conſidered a de- 


partment of Medicine in the U- 
ni verſity of Edinburgh. The 


inquiry alluded to by my Fa- 


ther, Dr Gregory knows well, 


was a judicial one. 


t3. Although fuch phyſi. 
cians miſtake pregnancy for 
dropſy, and hence occaſionally 


deſtroy at leaſt one life. 


14. Vet the Guide bears the 
ſtrongett poſſible evidence that 
it was written previous to May 
1792; but the volume in which 
the plan of the French Medical 
Conſtitution is detailed did not 
reach Edinburgh before the 


end of June, and was not in 


my poſſeſſion till July. 


15. Vet ſurely the pupils 
who recogniſed theſe phraſes, 
had they written the Guide, 
might have uſcd them. Be- 


| ſides, Dr Gregory's preceding 


aſſertion contradicts this flatly, 


\ 


6 


'* 730 
Dr Gregory's s Aﬀertins Proved falſe: | 
16 That the language ef 176. Tei not u steck ha 
Ei Cas ſhews ihcame from be diſcovered in the Guide. 
in u 


| having publiſhed books with- glaring miſrepreſentation. 
out my name, and that I ſtiould 


ſoon appear in that way. £7 
| 18. That my Father knew 18. Bute he did not / 207 it 


ſooner than any one elſe the till the e day. 
day of meeting of the commit - 
tee of the Senatus Academicus. | 
19. That the Meſſ. Robin- 19. But- the declaration of 
ſon of London had ſent his let- thoſe gentlemen, detailed p. 25. 
ters addreſſed to J. Johnſton, proves that theſe letters were 
 Efq; to me. never ſent to me. | 
20. That my letter of the 20. Yet I never knew any 
17th January was in conſe- 1 whatever ar his N 
5 of his letters to J. John- 


on 
4 "a I employed miſre- 21. This Aldatiin he him 


4 


| ah and falſchood in ſelf has contradieted, as pro- 


the account which I gave of ved, (p. 80, as 
his words and actions. 


Inſtead of making any reflections on 
this catalogue of miſrepreſentations, (to uſe 


the ſofteſt term), I thankfully avail my- 


ſelf of the Doctor's own words to expreſs 
my ſentiments of his conduct. 
When a man who makes ſuch an ap- 

« peal, and wiſhes the public to decide in 
his cauſe, inſtead of telling the whole 
tale, tells but a very little of it, and 
| that little n enen, ſtating only 


„ what 


17. That 1 had boaſted of 17. proved (p. 60.) to be a2 
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« what is in his own favour, ſuppreſling 
„ whatever can make againſt him, and 


1 miſrepreſenting the words, the mean- 


cc ing, and the conduct of his adverſary, 5 
« jt muſt be believed that he has the moſt 5 


« ſubſtantial reaſons for acting in 3 man- 8 
5 ner 1o evidently ane ene + 6645 ö 


O the whole, the evidence which he 


15 : has brought forward is clearly ſuch as 
would never have influenced the opinion 


of any man who had nothing more than 


truth in view. Every fact which he has 
alleged has been ſhewn to be either totally 
unfounded or miſrepreſented ; and every 


1 7 is either abſurd or . 


III. ROOF THAT SOME CIRCUMSTANCES 


WERE OR MIGHT HAVE BEEN KNOWN 
' TO DR GREGORY, WHICH SHEW CLEAR. 


LY THAT THERE WERE NO GROUNDS | 


OF SUSPICION NING ME. 


Hevins thus pointed out the fallacy 
dot all his arguments in his celebrated 
pamphlet, I proceed, as T propoſed, to 
prove, chat ſome circumſtances were or 
might have been known to him, which 
* „ 


6 


1 * 1 


thew FO Re wat there were no grounds 


of ee an me. 


1 Mr Fakes 8 1 had 1 10 1 
on the increaſe for three years previous to 
the publication of the Guide, that the 
number of pupils, during the year before 
chat work appeared, was more than double 
what it had been three years before. 
The world has hirherto ſuppoſed, that 


che various arts of empyricks, to puff 


themſelves off, were only employed by 
thoſe who had occaſion for ſuch artifices 
to raiſe their © credit and renown.” But 
it was left for the original genius of Dr 


Gregory, to ſhew that this general opinion 
18 an error, and to prove, that a man who _ 


had acquired a degree of reputation as a 
teacher, an author, and a practitioner, 
which Dr Gregory's laudable endeavours 
cannot affect, ſhould have recourſe to the 


publication of a Quack-bill in his own fa- 


vour, and that too at the very time when 


his pupils were increaſing every courſe ! 


II. As the eſtabliſhment of a general 


Lying-in Hoſpital, on the plan ſuggeſted 


by my Father, rendered it more than pro- 
LIENS that the n of his claſs would 
M continue 
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continue to increaſe, any underhand 
means to attain that end, would have been 
equally 5 as chey were unneceſſary. i 


II. From the continued increaſe of the 
pupils of that claſs ever ſince I had had 
the principal ſhare in the duty, it was evi- 
dent that the united exertions of my Father 


and myſelf had been attended with a de- 


gree of ſucceſs equal to our moſt ſanguine 
expectations. That increaſe has not been 
interrupted, notwithſtanding the attempts 


of Dr Gregory and others; for the num- 


ber of pupils this year is more than triple 


what it was the year before I began to aſſiſt 8 
my Father. 


I required, . no 3 


: praiſe in my favour; and it mult be al- 


lowed I have received none, the Author of 


the Guide having juft expreſſed what has 


been repeated by iny Father ſeveral hun- 


dred times to many hundred perſons. 


IV. As the ſacceſs of the other Profeſ- 
ſors could not affect my Father's claſs, it 


would not have been confiſtent with our 


line of conduct in other affairs of life, to 
have incurred the riſk of detection, by de- 


bas the Lectures of thoſe who had ren- 
| | dered 


99) 
dered themſelves obnoxious to him, which 
could have ſerved no other purpoſe than 
the gratification of revenge, even allowing 


that we had been capable of being actuated 
by ſuch mean and . motives. 


ah Tux intereſt which we took in 


the eſtabliſhment of the general Lying-in- 
Hoſpital rendered it abſolutely neceſſary 

for us to avoid every diſpute with our 
| brethren, and to endeavour, by every lau- 


dable means, to conciliate general favour. 


MN 1 this i ther world will judge 


what dependence can be placed on a man 


who has been for ſeveral months exert- 


ing much ingenuity, ſacrificing much 


time, and expending much money, for 
the very bene volent purpoſe of injuring a 


young man in the opinion of a Father 


who has always placed implicit confidence 
in him, and of ruining him in the eyes of 


that public on whoſe protection his future 
comfort in life muſt depend; and all this, 


not only without having urged any ade- 
quate motive for his bose but with- 


out having had even the ſhadow of truth 


or probability on his ſide; Fruftra autem 
niti, neque aliud ſe fatigando u if op1u M z 
n, EXTREME DEMENTLE off, 


„„ d IV. 
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IV. PROOF THAT I HAVE BEEN CALUM. 
'NIATED AND INJURED IN A MOST UN- 
JUSTIFIABLE MANNER, | 


Nor contented with having accuſed me 
of being the Author of the Guide, and of 
denying my concern in the publication, Dr 
Gregory endeavours alſo to prove, that I had 
miſrepreſented both his words and actions. 
The train of reaſoning which he employs 
in ſupport of this charge, is ſo obviouſly ab- 
ſurd, is ſuch an inſult to human under- 
ſtanding, that he has taken care to foiſt it 
in after he had artfully prepared, by a 
ſtring of fictions, uttered with great bold- 
neſs, the minds of his readers to receive 
any impreſſion of me, however bad. It 
occurs in the 129th page of his pamphler. 
He accuſes me of having miſrepteſented 
his words and actions, in the correſpon- 
dence which I laid before the medical 
practitioners and profeſſors of the univer- 
fity, termed by him, my Appeal to the 
Public. But he ſhall be condemned by 
his own account of the matter, although, 
by the bye, it is not an accurate one. 
8 | rs 


(9) 


In my Gone letter to Dr Gregory 4 
| ſaid, © You mentioned to my Father, on 
« the 11th of December, that you could 
“ bring your charge home to me; you 


“ have now denied that,” &c. And in 
the circular letter which incloſed the cor - 
reſpondence, I obſerved, © I therefore 


thought it incumbent on me, not only 
formally todifavow being either directly 
* or indirectly concerned in that publica- 
tion, (viz. the Guide,) but alſo to en- 


4 deavour to aſcertain the circumſtances 
on which ſo extraordinary a charge 


« could be founded. For that purpoſe I 
« addreſſed the letters, of which copies 
are incloſed, to the gentlemen who had 
« principally countenanced the report. 
« The anſwers which I received are fo 


little ſatisfactory, that I think it proper 


4 to take the liberty of ſubmitting them 
„to your peruſal.” Therefore, in my ac- 
count of his words and actions, I alleged, 


1/, That he had aflerted to my Father, 


on the 11th of December, that he could | 


bring his charge home to me; 244%, 
That he had denied that aſſer cds Zaly, 
That I had written to him in order to aſ- 
certain the circumſtances on which his 


very extraordinary change was founded; 
and 


D 


2 


4 - 4 as OY , 
bo * rer 
. . 


7 4 7 # 7 

* 2 = — * 6, 4 
* N -- þ P34 1 
e — 


* ; 


Ie: 


% — Py 


4 * 
N = _ — r : 
r PIC LOT n 
C ² A n 
> Ws ee I GY 7 PEE _ 
- * — 


= F os EE — — 
nn ———— 

By 5 —— nate a rene . 

— 5 2 bo — — — — — a 
— ———ů—ů— ———uT —_— . - 
1 ä — 
— — — rae ” 
= * 
* 


— py _ at 96 — 
—— ä ñ“ä·ia2Z2—oã— . 4 


( 8 


and /aftly, That his aufer was very. un- 


ſatisfactory. 
— Obſerve the 4 l ingenuity by 


which he alleges that this account is miſ- 
repreſented. /, He ſays, That he did not 


aſſert to my Father, that he could bring his 
charge home to me: he only ſaid, © No 
matter, I ſhall bring it home either to 

« you or your Son ;” but as he had failed 


do do ſo to my Father, 1 was forced to un- 


derſtand that he meant me. 

But the Doctor has (perhaps 3 
inadvertency) given an erroneous account 
of this expreſſion : the words were mark- 
ed down a few minutes after he pronoun- 
ced them; they were, No matter, I 


„ can bring it home directly to your 
„ Son, and J hope alſo to yourſelf.” 


24ly, He inſiſts, That he never denied his 


aſſertion! What meaning then muſt we 


aſſign to the very firſt ſentence of his Let- 
ter? He may probably with that it ſhould 


be underſtood to be as deſtitute of mean- 


ing as it is deficient in grammar: © Ha- 
ving no direct knowledge of who were, 
* or who were not concerned in the com- 


4 poſition and publication of the pamphlet 


„ you mention, I never thought myſelf | 


$6 intitled to allege, or ſimply and poſi- 


oh * tively 


( 8 9 


6c tively aſſert, that you or that your Fa- 
ther had or had not any concern in it.” 
Zaly, He obſerves, That I did not chuſe 


: * underſtand his alluſion to the internal | 
evidence, and collateral circumſtances, on 


which the general ſuſpicions reſpecting the 
origin of the pamphlet were founded. 


How, in the name of common ſenſe, 


could I be acquainted with circumſtances, 
not only utterly falſe, but even void of 
probability? 


The only internal evidence which 1 
knew was, that my Father's claſs was, a- 


long with others, highly praiſed, and that 
Dr Rutherford's (whoſe conduct to my 
Father had been fully commented on by 
Dr Gregory, at the Committee of the Se- 


natus Academicus) was decried. But I con- 


ſidered that evidence to be very abſurd; 


for it was well known that my Father's 
dlaſs had been for ſome years ſo much on 


the increaſe, that no extraordinary means 
for introducing it to notice were required; 


and what was ſaid of Dr Rutherford was 


only the general very erroneous opi- 
nion of the ſtudents; a circumſtance e- 
ven mentioned, I am told, at a meeting 
of the Senatus Academicus. Beſides, had it 
even been proved that the expreſſions re- 


ſpecting 
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ſpecting the Botanical claſs had been mere- 
ly the ſuggeſtions of malice, it would ſtill _ 
have been neceſſary to have ſhewn, that 
it was impoſſible for any other perſon than 

my Father to have formed a prejudice a- 

gainſt Dr Rutherford. But in this world, 
it is well known, that however great one's 
abilities may be, however engaging one's 
manners, or amiable one's diſpoſitions, 
it is not eaſy tb ſtcer clear of the malevo- 
lent and envious ; nor is it poſſible to ac- 
quire univerſal eſteem, or congurate gene- | 
ral favour.” 
Of the collateral . I had 
not the moſt diftant idea; for I could not 
divine that my letter to Dr Gregory ſhould 
coincide nearly in point of date with his 
anſwer from the Author of the Guide; and 
I could not conceive that any gentleman, 
much leſs one who pretended to be my 
friend, nay, who had voluntarily courted . 
my acquaintance, would repeat converſa- | 
tions which could be miſrepreſented in the 
manner which Dr Gregory has done thoſe | 

reported to him from me. 

My letter to Dr Gregory plainly ſhewed 
that I wiſhed to know the circumſtances 
on which his {uſpicions were founded, that 


I might have an opportunity of clearing 
hace 


(VB) 


myſelt But in anſwer, I am told, chat 
his belief was founded on circumſtantial 
evidence, which he Would not explain; f 
but that, in defence of his belief, ſo ſtrong 
was it, he would riſk his life and fortune 


Ehe would fight me with nnen WEE 


law! 


My eee nee wich himfelf h 
Dr Rutherford, Dr Gregory aſſerts, aſto- 


niſhed and entertained all who ſaw it; and 


well it might, for the world always en- 


joys * to hiſs the baffled aſs.“ Dr Gre- 


gory had lately uſurped the dictatorſhip in 


the philoſophical world, and yet in his letter 
to me, he has violated the laws of gram- 
mar and of common ſenſe. No wonder it 
ſhould excite much aſtoniſhment and en- 


tertainment. 
The diſtribution of his correſpondence 


has afforded an excellent pretence for con- 


tinuing their calumnies, to thoſe who have 
ſo zealouſly endeavoured to injure me. 
They have with great induſtry rendered it 
generally believed, and Dr Gregory him- 
{elf ſanctions the opinion, that if L had 


not printed that correſpondence, Dr Gre- 


gory would never have publiſhed his cele- 


brated pamphlet ; hence I have been accu- 


ſed of being the cauſe or all the injury 
de + . 
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ads vill probably, accrue to FR Univer- 
ſity from this very ſingular affair. 

A review of the circumſtances in which 
J was placed, (p. 13.), muſt convince eve- 
ry man of candour and liberality, that it 
was impoſſible for me to avoid taking that 

ſtep. Qui autem non defendit nec obſiftit, fi 
poteft, injuriæ, tam in vitio eff quam fi Pa- 
rentes, aul amigos, aui en, a Jorroe 
2 ferat. 

But what muſt be the Solan of my 
reader, when he 1s informed, that Dr Gre- 
gory's pamphlet was actually in the hands 
of the printer before I had any correſpon- 
_ dence whatever with him. By an unex- 
pected accident, I learned the circumſtance 
a few days after my circular letter was 
printed. Indeed the inconſiſtency of the 
Doctor's account of his motives for attack- 
ing my Father and myſelf, completely con- 
firms the intelligence which L had received, 


THz candid and intelligent reader will 
now judge whether I had not reaſon to 
complain that I have been much injured, 
and to inſinuate, „that Dr Gregory 1 is one 

of my greateſt wrong doers.” Whether his 
11 — atrack 


%) 


| cavith on my her and myſelf be ag re- 
ſalt of his own determination, or be the 


conſequence of his being made the dupe of 
others, I ſhall not pretend to determine. 

But I think myſelf intitled to declare 
my firm belief, that no other member of 


the College of Phyſicians would have acted 


in ſuch an extraordinary manner as he has 
done. 

What a proſpect Wa the conduct of 
chis gentleman towards me hold out to 
medical practitioners beginning the career 


of life. In vain ſhall they anxiouſly en- 
 deavour to acquire a proper knowledge of 


their profeſſion ; in vain ſhall they patient= 
ly exert their utmoſt induſtry 1 in the exer- 
ciſe of its duties; and in vain ſhall they 


religiouſly obſerve the rules of the ſtricteſt 


honour in all their dealings with the world; 
their progreſs ſhall be interrupted, ca 


beſt founded expectations diſappointed, by 
the firſt man who is malicious enough 


boldly to accuſe them of villany — provi- 


ded he have abilities ſufficient to invent a 


plauſible ſtory, or even to tell his ſtory in 
a plauſible manner. And ſhall the mali- 
cious {till poſſeſs ſuch power ? 

Ihe honour, the duty, the intereſt of 
mankind, for bid it! 
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.- This ſingular controverſy is thus termi- 


tied? in ſo far as I am concerned; for I 


think myſelf intitled to declare, (1 hope 


with the approbation of every man of pro- 
bity and honour), That I ſhall pay no re- 
gard whatever to any thing which may i in 
future <4 ans from Dr 1 8 . 


* 


EDINBURGH, CASTLEHILL, -. 
Auguft 24. 1793- 
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